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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4 - 7, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Steer (US Patent number 6,643,517). 

Regarding claim 1, Steer discloses that a system for restricting features in a 
wireless network (Fig. 1 and column 3, lines 26 - 67). Steer teaches that at least one base 
station (the wireless network includes plurality base stations as see 4, 5, 6 in Fig. 1). Steer 
also teaches that at least one database (the protection broadcast information server (8) in 
Fig. 1) comprising representations of rules for restriction on features (broadcasting 
information for the boundaries of the region inside which mobile radio operations are to 
be restricted or can be anything for restriction) of at least one terminal (10 in Fig. 1) 
wirelessly connected (Fig. 1) to the at least one base station (6 in Fig. 1) (Fig. 1, 2 and 
column 5, lines 3 - 62), wherein the restriction for at least one of the at least one terminal 
(10 in Fig. 1) is dependent on the specific one of the at least one base station (6 in Fig. 1) 
(Fig. 1 teaches each base station wirelessly communicates with mobile stations within 
predetermined coverage area, moreover, the at least one base station (6) in restricted area 
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(12) wirelessly connected with at least one mobile station for restricted operation) (Fig. 1, 
2, column 5, lines 3 - 62, and column 3, lines 26 - column 4, lines 30). 

Regarding claim 2, Steer discloses that the restriction on features depends at least 
on the time of day (Fig. 1, 3 and column 7, lines 56 - column 8, lines 43, where teaches 
mobiles have time to receive (arrival time of the day) and process the warning signals). 

Regarding claim 4, Steer discloses that the restriction on features depends at least 
on whether a communication is incoming or outgoing (Fig. 1,3, abstract, and column 5, 
lines 3 - 62). 

Regarding claim 5, Steer discloses that the restriction on features depends at least 
on whether a communication is designated as an emergency (Fig. 1, 3 and column 3, lines 
26 - column 4, lines 30). 

Regarding claim 6, Steer discloses that the terminal is a wireless telephone (Fig. 
1, 3 and column 3, lines 19 - column 4, lines 30). 

Regarding claim 7, Steer discloses that the restriction on features is that the 
terminal may not ring (Fig. 1, 3 and column 3, lines 19 - column 4, lines 30). 

Regarding claim 26, Steer discloses all the limitation, as discussed in claim 1. 
Furthermore, Steer discloses the restriction on features further depends on the specific at 
least one of the at least one terminal (Fig. 1, 2, column 5, lines 3 - 62, and column 3, 
lines 26 - column 4, lines 30). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3, 9-25, and 27-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Steer in view of Rafael (GB 23 54407 A). 

Regarding claim 3, Steer does not specifically disclose the limitation "the 
restriction on features depends at least on the priority of the at least one terminal". 
However, Rafael discloses the limitation "the restriction on features depends at least on 
the priority of the at least one terminal" (Fig. 1, abstract, and pages 3, lines 1 - 34, where 
teaches the terminal may be programmed with parameters which relate to the power, 
duration or classes of priority of the mobile devices that are to be inhibited). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the Steer system as taught by Rafael, provide the motivation to achieve 
efficient controlling an area of restricted operation provided by certified terminal should 
no longer exist in mobile network. 

Regarding claim 9, Steer discloses all the limitation, as discussed in claim 1 . 
Furthermore, Steer further discloses that determining which one of a plurality of 
terminals is associated with an incoming communication (Fig. 1, 3 and column 5, lines 3 
- 62, where teaches only incoming allowed with no audible ringing). Steer teaches that 
accessing at least one database to look up rules governing restriction on a base station 
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connected to the one of a plurality of terminals (where teaches various types of restricted 
transmissions need to be defined in a universal way so that they can be understood by all 
mobiles that may wonder into the region), the restriction on the base station being 
independent of the own operation of the one of a plurality of terminals (where teaches 
could perhaps be installed, owned and operated by the owner of a protected region who 
may wish to restrict operation of mobile radio on their premises) (Fig. 1, 3, column 4, 
lines 46 - column 5, lines 62, and column 10, lines 25 - 50). Steer teaches that activating 
the one of a plurality of terminals if allowed, wherein the allowance depends at least on 
the restriction on the base station (Fig. 1, 3 and column 4, lines 46 - column 5, lines 62). 

Steer does not specifically disclose the limitation "accessing at least one database 
to look up rules governing restriction on a base station connected to the one of a plurality 
of terminals, the restriction on the base station being independent of the specific identity 
of the one of a plurality of terminals". However, Rafael discloses the limitation 
"accessing at least one database to look up rules governing restriction on a base station 
connected to the one of a plurality of terminals, the restriction on the base station being 
independent of the specific identity of the one of a plurality of terminals" (page 6,. lines 3 
- pages 7, lines 34 and Fig. 1). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the Steer system as taught by Rafael, 
provide the motivation to improve mobile service within the restricted area in mobile 



Regarding claim 10, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 9. Furthermore, Steer further discloses that the allowance depends at least 



network. 
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on the restriction on the one of a plurality of terminals (Fig. 1, 3 and column 4, lines 46 - 
column 5, lines 62). 

Regarding claim 11, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 8 and 9. 

Regarding claim 12, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 5. 

Regarding claim 13, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 2. 

Regarding claim 14, Steer discloses that the allowance on features depends at 
least on the format of communication (Fig. 1, 3 and column 5, lines 3 - column 6, lines 



Regarding claim 15, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 6. 

Regarding claim 16, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 7. 

Regarding claim 17, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 9. Furthermore, Steer further discloses that accessing at least one database to 
look up rules governing restriction on a base station receiving a signal from a terminal 
associated with a request for an outgoing communication (Fig. 1,3, column 4, lines 46 - 
column 5, lines 62, and column 10, lines 25 - 50). Steer teaches that connecting the 
terminal for the outgoing communication if allowed, wherein the allowance depends at 



41). 
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least on the restriction on the base station (Fig. 1,3, column 4, lines 46 - column 5, lines 
62, and column 3, lines 26 - column 4, lines 30). 

Regarding claim 18, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 10 and 17. 

Regarding claim 19, Steer discloses that the allowance on features depends at 
least on whether the terminal is inside a predetermined room (Fig. 3 and column 9, lines 1 



Regarding claim 20, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 12 and 17. 

Regarding claim 21, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 13 and 17. 

Regarding claim 22, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 14 and 17. 

Regarding claim 23, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 15 and 17. 

Regarding claim 24, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 11 and 17. 

Regarding claim 25, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 9. Furthermore, Steer further discloses that whether the rules apply does not 
depend on the location of the at least one terminal (abstract, Fig. 1,3, and column 3, lines 
19 - column 4, lines 30). 



-23). 
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Regarding claim 27, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 9. 

Regarding claim 28, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 9 and 17. Furthermore, Steer further discloses that at least one of the 
communication originating device and the communication destination device is a wireless 
terminal within a coverage area of the base station (Fig. 1 and column 4, lines 46 - 
column 5, lines 62). 

Regarding claim 29, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 12. 

Regarding claim 30, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 1 and 9. 

Regarding claim 31, Steer and Rafael disclose all the limitation, as discussed in 
claims 9 and 17. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ranta (EP 0998159A1) discloses Method and System for Restricting the 
Operation of a Radio Device within a Certain Area. 

Dent (US Patent number 6,201,801) discloses Polarization Diversity Phased 
Array Cellular Base Station and Associated Methods. 



Conclusion 
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"Information regarding... Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system... at 866-217-9197 (toll-free)." 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 308-9051, (for formal communications intended for entry) 

Or: 

(703) 308-6606 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"). 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John J. Lee whose telephone number is (703) 306-5936. 
He can normally be reached Monday-Thursday and alternate Fridays from 8:30am-5:00 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Nay 
Maung, can be reached on (703) 308-7745. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to 
the status of this application should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone 
number is (703) 305-4700. 





July 7, 2004 



John J Lee 



